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ABSTRRCr . ' \ ' * " 

In order to obtain an updated profile of the student > 
population .of the Citv College of San Francisco CCSF) r day and 
evening student^s were surveyed* Of the 15^ 297 stuiants surveyed 
darlag registration for day classes-, 9,295 (62.BX) respondsd; and 
andaplicated responses were obtaihed from 7,.044 (65^ 7Sl) of the -10,718 
studen.ts registered for* evening classes. The survey instruaent 
solicited informatio^n on student^' major, sex, age, race, * - 
citizenship, veteran status, means of transpqjrtatloa , residence, 
highest degree obtained, college choice, educational goal, course 
l?ad, previous CCSP attendance, educational plans, employment status, 
1'^ tended use of student' servite^, rating'of instruction, attd family 
incoae. The study revealed that there was a'contfauing increase in 
*-he percentage ,of females, a slight increase/in student age, and a 
on*! inuing -increase in minority group represjentati-on. Transferring to 
a four-year school remained the primary goal amqng students, and the 
absence of tuition was more than ever the Molainant variable in their^ 

' decision to attend CCSP. Hore students were working fall-time while 
pursuing their education^ and, as a consequence, iiere carrying , * 
lighter unit loads. -Cireer guidance and educational planning werV^e 
'-wo student services that students most 'frequently intended to use, ' 

♦ ""he studv report illustrates trends in the responses to each 
qiestionnalre Item, looking at responses of day attd evening students 

1976^x^1978, and 1980 surveys. The questionnaire is appended. 
-CAuthor/AYC) ^ ' . 
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1* student Information Questionnaire - Tntroduction* 

The -?^Riirpose . of this study is Ao provide a continuing 
'updated profile ^df the student' population of City College »of 
•San Francisco.J who' they arer whe.re the^y come ^rot^f their 
educci^tianal .backsiroundsr academic aspirations^ and the 
support services they require to fulfil these aspirations* " 

In deheralf amond students surveyed in 1980f there is a 
^conti'nuind incr^e^se in' the perdfentade of females^ a slidht 
increase in. the ade of students ^ and a ^contir/uind^^increase 
jn" minorittJ droup representation ♦ Only about two-thirds of 
all students were born in ttie United States* With vsome few 
exceptions ? inct^easind numbers ' of students come from 
ne^idhborhoods relatively close to the campus and 'there is 
.decreasing reliance on the aijtomobile as a means of reaching 
' the college* 

Transferrin^ to a four-year school remains the primary 
. educational doal amond studentSf and the^ absence of tuition 
isWBore th^n ever the dominant variable in their decision to 
attend City Collede» More students are working full-tim^ 
while pursuing their education and? as a conseauencey are 
^ carrying lighter unit loads* Career Guidance arid educational 
Planning are' the two most freauently mentioned Student 
•Services f but over the period of these surveys the 
percentages of students who express independence from ^any 
student service^ are increasing* 

This report con-tains the results of the third biennial 
survey of City College students* As was ,the case with the 
previous * surveys conducted in Fall 1976 and Fall 1978r day 
students were surveyed at the time they" registered for 
classes* They were encouraged to cQopdratejr but i-t was made 
clear that participation/ in the purvey waf not a condition 
.of registration* Fromi3 August to 2 September y 1980y 8ir968 
of the 14f281 (62*8 %)/^students registering for day classes 
did respond* Of ..the. Iif016 students who rediMered durind the 
period for chandin^ classesf*^between 5 and 19 September y an 
dddiij^ional 327 survey/forms were obtained^ 'so that a total 
of 9f295 survey^ u^ere ' processed^ representing 60*8% of a 
total enrollment of/ 15ir297 day students* (See Appendixr 
Table A-1) ^ That "the sampler although comj^letely voluntary^ 
was acceptably representative is indicated in Table 1 
(below)' where survey data are compared i^iitb the Redist.r^r^s 
Census datat/an^ it is evident 

that even ?n)ond^ sub-cstedoriesr discrepancies rarely eKceed 
two percentage points* 



Whil^ adreement between^ the ^ S3m^>le cteta and the 
population^ figures is not as ^trond 3^ that shown in- Table 
If the typical sample descepancy is in the' order of "two 
percentage points -ar J. ess.*- Evenind samples, are & reflection 
of attendance durind 'the .fourth onr fifth week of tl>e 
semesterf whereas the Redistrar'6 » fiiSures indicate the 
active enrollment at that time»^ S * \ 

* 

There are distinct normative differences * between day 
ar?d evenind studen^ts ai City ColledeJ for thife reasonr the 
resiponse patterns of the* two sedments ar^ shown, sepa^rately* 
Fidufes for the College total have been appropriately 
weighted ♦ . 

As a' loose rule of thumbf one percentages point in^;, the 
total] day f idures cari^ be construed as r.epresentinss 
approximately 150 students ♦ For the evenindf^ a percentage 
point represents approximately 105 students* For exam^pler 
where &*I*Q* data ' indicate that 48*9 Z of day students are 
maaesf the approxi'mate day male enrollment CQUld be as^med 
to b^ around 7^335 -<i5Q x'48»9)t The actual fidure. for Fall 
1980 was 7^ 137». / 

* This brief overview cannot bedin to exhaust the variety 
of important interactions amond, the variables contained in 
tljese data» Persons wishind morp pVecise^inf ormation in .any 
of t^he areB,4 included in this survey 'are ^Lnyited and 
encouraged to make requests for amplification of any of 
'these items to the Office of testind and Re|.earcht * 



Whil^ adreement between^ the ^ samMe ctets snd the 
population^ figures is not as 'strond as that shown in- Table 
If the typical sample 'descepancy is in the' order of two 
percfentade poin-ts-or iess.*-Xv-enind samples^ are ^ reflection 
of attendance durind the , fourth onr fifth week of; tl>e 
seJnesterf whereas the Redistrar'6 fiiSures indicate the 
active enrollment at that time»^ ^ . - ' 

» 

There are distinct normative differences * between - day 
and evening studen^ts ai City ColledeJ for thife reasonr the 
resiF>onse patterns of the* two sedments ar^ shown,, sepa^rately* 
Fidufes for the College total have been appr^pr^iately 
weighted ♦ . . 

As a' Ibose rule of thumbf one percentage^ point in_;, the 
total[ day figures car^ be construed as r.epresenting 
approximately 150 students ♦ For the evening a percervtage 
point represents approximately 105 students* For exampler 
where ^♦I^Q* data ' indicate- that A9*9Z of day students are 
ttalesf the approxi'mate day male enrollment CQUld be as^med 
to b^ around 7f335 -<i5Q x'48»9)» The actual figure, for Fall 
1980 was 7f 137». ' . . 

* This brief overview cannot begin to exhaust the variety 
of important interactions among. the variables contained in 
tljese data» Persons wishing morp pVecise information in .any 
of t^he area,^ included in this survey -are <Lnyited and 
encouraged to make reauests for amplification of any of 
rthese items to the Office of Testing and Re|!earch» 



'2. ■ Response Patterns - Fall 1976 to Fall 1980.' 



The following * padps dive the response patterns of tjie 
curj^ent sui^veyy as well as those o-T the previous years* The 
^Kact wording of each item as it appeared in the 1980 survey 



is diven 't? 'followed ' a 



*t3ble of the percentages of 



.responses to -the alternativesf and a brief discussion- of the. 
"iteai'^s vfell'as a report of what appear to. ^,be the most 
significant features* 

In additions wh^re appropriate^ , the outcomes are 
represented • draphicallyf partitioned over the total ^ 
distrib^ion of lOO percent* The Graphic representations aid 
<in" ' ^^lacind the tabled 'figures in ^perspective* Minor 
Jf luctua-tions iA per^entade points oare^ barely disceroab^le* A 
chanke^ of vxj'ne percentage point isf after allf only- a change 
of' one^ one-hundredth of the whole* On the other handf trends 
in the data ar© enhanced when represented Graphically* "^he 
graphs also accentuater regardless bf the yearr th^istinct 
differences, between the , composition of day and eveni^nd 
classes on almost ev^ry variable* 

^ V Considerable discretion must 'be used in reporting 
t?rends ^ from* these tablpsf since thqj. nature of^the Questions 
apd^the available alternatives for responses have not been 
consistent over the three survey f orms>-JaQine changes are 
likely duef at 1-east in partf to these chan^^s rather than 
. significant shafts in Ciicw' College student population,* It is 
advisable .16' pay^ careful .attention- to the many asterisks and 
pound sidns inserted in the tables indicating changes, in the 



content of .j/he item over the three survey periods* 



* A facsimile, of the 8 1/2" x 14" survey form 'is 
, appendedf pade^36* 



1\ 



A* 



Sex 
' 1* male 



''76 



2* female 
'78 



'80 



♦ » ♦ 

I * • 

. €venina 
'76 '78 



Male. 
Female 



52 ♦ 5 49»4Xv48»9 
*47»5 ' 50»6 51-»1 



44*6 
^5»4 



44»4 
55»6 



'80 

/ 

45»6, 
54,4 



Total' 
'80 



47»5 
52»5 



100,0% 100/6Z 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 400.0« 100.0% 



In- tile' ini'tial Fall ehrollment at J(^itu College in 
1935» of the 1» 470 .students reaisteredir -hi*! % were 
males. With • the, exception of < the war years* 
specif ic3lly» from Fall 1943 thrduah Sprina 1946ir males 
have inyariably e«ceejded fem'ales in day class 
eni^ollraent; ArfWr- haviria .actiieved pari t«^ in Tall 1978ir 
the cjear fem'ale maJoVltai in Fall * 1980 cOnsitutes an' 
historic r.eversal in the sexual coropositionr of the day 
studpnt bodyV . * ' V 

* * 

Aroona most .minority' aroups enrolled in day 
classes* ihcludina the Chines** Latinoir Filipino* and 
Southeast Asian* there are more male than female 
students. This overall hiaher' percentaae. of females 
enrolled is almost, "completely attributable to tine 
preponderance of females amona Blacks and in the larae 
Uhite enrollment. 
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B» Asfe (3t .last bifthcfay) . 



!♦ Cinder 


18 


' 3; 


20. . - 


5* 25-29 


7. 


35-44. 


9V 55- 


64 


•2* ' 18^-19 




' 4 ♦ 

T 


21-24 


6* 30-34 


8. 


45-54 


0* 65 


or older 








1 - 

A** 0 9 






Evening 




• 

Total 










'80 


'76 


'78 


f 80 


'80 


• 

0\J oliU UVcl 






* J* 

0*5 


0 * A 


0.5^^ 0.4- 


©♦6 


0*6 






0^5 


0 ♦ y 


1 ♦ 4 


2.5 


3.2 


"7 1 








1 1 






8.2 


8.1 




4 « 4 


35 - 44" 




3«8 


4.4- 




15.0 


15.4 4 


16^3 ^ 


^--^9.9 


■30-34 




21.4 ' 


22.8 . 


- 9.1 


45.2 


46.5 


18.8 


13.1 


25 - 29 




* ■ 


*• 


14.6 


• * 


* 


26.4 


19'.S 


21 - 24 




33.4 


21.4 


'22.4 


23.3 


. 18. 7. 


18.6 


20.8 


20 




♦ 


11.1 


11.0 < ' 


* 


3.4 


' 3.6 


7.9 


18 - 19- 




39.4 


29.9 


27.5 


5.3 


3.8 


4.4 


, 18.0 


Under 18 ' 




*« 


"7.3 


5.8 


** 


0.5 


, 0'.6 


• 3.7 


« 


















• « * 




100. OX 


100 . 0% 


lOO.OZ 


100. OX 100.0% 


.100. OX 


100.0% 


Median Aste 




21.6 ■ 


» '21.. 3 . 


.22.0 


29.7 


30.1 


29.3 . 


25.1 


*• * 25 - 34 


in 


1976 


and 1978. 










20 - 24 


in 


.1976. 








/ 






:|c:|c 19 and under ^n 


1976. 


















> 


« 











City Colledi? day students surveyed in Fall 1980 I 
are older than those sampled in previous years^ , Th© I 
median ade is now twenty-two- years and the^re is ) 
evidence of slight increases in numbers of e^'j^ry as^e 
• i^roup measured over 21* ^Evenirlsl s^tui^e^nts do npt 
reflect this increase * in ade* The median ^ade has 
' decreased and the fislUT^e presents a picture of 
relativeNitabiliy t-or the period studied* 

As has been true in the pasty students 
identifyinsi themselves as white arfe on ' the averasie 
four years oldetr than . the members of minority 
droups* The medi^ ade for* white day students^ is 
24v9 yea'rsju. while three-^buarters of Chinese' and * 
Filipino day student^ are 23 years old or younder* 
Two-thirds of all day students 45 and older are 
white* .Seventy percent. of all day students over 45 ^ 
are female* 



T 



Age Distribution of Cit-y College Day and Evening Students* 

r ■ • 

• -s. - F 344-1^^6 to £a 1-1-1.980- 



100% 










-1 


80 ' 








p 




70 


T 


60 




50 










/ 


■30 




^20 




'10' 


t 


.0 








I 



'76 |78 ' '80 
Eveni ng 



'80 
Total 



19 & under 



25 - 3^' 



20 - Zk 



I j • kS & over 

- • t 
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10 



.Race or ethnic backdrojund 



2» Bldck(not Hispsnicjy 
^» Uhite(not Hispanic.)/ 

arm? Vi^gi d n o / C h i c a n o 
5# Chinese 



6* Filipino y * ^ , 
?♦ Japanese 
8» S^E* Asian 
^c^Oth^r A'sian/Pac\Island'er 
0* bthert specify ) / 



.'76 



Day 
'78* 



80 



Evening 
'76 '78 



'80 



Total 
'80r 



Alaskan Nat*/ 
















Amer ♦ Ind« 


1.2 


0.9 


0.7 


1.0 


0.8 


•0.7 


0.7 


Black 


12.1 


»-13.8 


11.9 - 


13.3 


13.0 


11.2 . 


11.6 


White ' . - 


3Q.2 


37.2 


35.0 


51.3 


48.0 


47.3 


• 40.1 


Latino* 


8.2 


8.6 


10.6 


8.5 


8.3 


9.4 


,10.1 


Chinese 


26.3 


24.2 


24.1 


12.9 


15-, 7 


16.7 


,21.1 


Filipino 


6.5 


7.0 


7.5 


8.5 


8.0 


8.0 


1\1 


Japanese 


2.7 


• 2.1 


2.1 


1.5 


r.5 


1.9 ^ 


. 2.0 


S^E* Asian 


•1.3 


1.6- 


2.0 


0.7 


1^.1 


1.1 ' 


1.6 


Otiijer Asian/ 


9 






« 








Pac* Isl^ 


* 


% 


2.7 




* > 


1.4 


. 2.2* 


Other 


3.5 


4.6 


3.4 


2.3 


3.6 




. 2.9 


« 


100 


100.^0% 


100.0% 


; 100.0% 


100.0% 


100.0% ; 


• 100. OJ 



Included in "Other" in. 1976 and 1978* 



Amond both day and evenind students y the 
proportion idehtifyind themselves as white is 
steadily decreasindy< so ♦that^ a-t ' pre^erjtr' barely 
one-third of day students are so identified; Latino 
and Southeast Asian , \droups show dains in' both da^ 
and evening* enrollment*. Xhe drowth of the Chinatown 
Center (where- almost seventy-five* percent of the 
students are Chinese^) is- indicated*, by l^he larde 
:inC'rease of* Chinese students in ^venind classes ♦ 

The dive.rsity of^ the ethnic colfpo^ition of* the 
City College student body continues to provide the 
most dramatic variable pleasured by the S*I%Q# Ethnic 
groups differ with regard to most 3reas included in^ 
the surveyy wh.ether it be basic demodraphicsy such 
as sexy adey place of residence^ or whether it 
Pertains to academic background and academic doals^ 



• ■ 10, 



IJ 



I 



' EtKhfc Distribution of Ci ty 'fol.lege Day and Evening Students. 
. Fall 1976 CO Falf 1|80 



90 .-^ 
80 - 



^70" - 



60 - 



50 - 



•30 - 

20 - 

JO - 

♦ » 

0 - 






'76 '78 

J 

♦ Evening 



'80 



'4 



\ 



'*80 
Total 



Whi^te 
Chinese 



. • j / Fvl if^inO 



Latino ji • .1 . I Other 



Citizenship status <^ 

!♦ U»S* citizen-native' born 

2* U;S* citlzen-^naturalized , 
3,* Perasn^nt r'esident(d^;een c^pd) 
,4* .ref gdee-P3rolee-«S»E»Asi3 ^ ' , 
'5* ref udee-P3rolee-U v^^SfR* 



■ {■ 



6 ♦ ref udee-parolee- ^ 

Central? S* America 

7 ref udee-parolee-other . 
8* visitor visa 

9* student, vis3(I-20) 
0/ other visa(specif y ) 



'76 



Native U*S. J79.7 
Naturalized. * 
Perm* Residentl6*8 
Refugee ^ 1.^5 

Visitpr Visa 
Student Visa 1%5 
Other Vi.s3 0*5 















% 


















Evenina' 


J 


Total 




'80 




'78 


'80 


'ao 


67/6 • 


64.1 . 


87.9 


72.2 


70.8 


• 66.9 


{lf7 




* 


' 13.2 


14.1 


• ^13.0 


18.0 


-19.7 


11.5 


13.7 ^• 


l'4 .-1 


1 17»4 


0.9 


2.1 


0.3 


0.6 


0 ^6 


■ 1.6 


0^3 


0.1 , 




0.1 






1.2 


1.3 


0.1 


0.1.-. 


.0.2 


0.8 


0 . 3 J, 


; 0.4 ■ 


0.2 


0.1 


0.2 


0.3 



- ioo*oz roo^o% 100^0% ioo*o% ioo^ov. loo^oz loo.bx, 

» •Naturalijzed" included with J^^tive U*sriQ 1976* 



The percentades, of 



naturalized citisrens and? 
especiallyf pafmarient residents .have increased 
steadily at the expense of the pe,rcentade of native 
born students who now. constitute barely two-thirds 
of thertotal enrollment*. Mthoudh they are s*ill a 
relatifvely small component of the student body? the 
percentage of refugees is increasind?' and thirty 
percent of Southeast, As»ian day students place 
ttemselves in a refugee status* ^ ' 
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Citizenship Status of City College Day 'and Evening Students* 

Fall 1978 and Fall l98a , 



ioo?i- 

-90 - 

80 - • 

70 - 

60 - 

50 - 



: 30 

20 
10 
0 



'76 '78 '80 
Day 



/ 




'76- '78 '80 
Evening 



'80 
Total 



Native Born 
^1^1 N a tu r aj i zed 

□ vi 



Perm. Res» 



Refugee 



/4 



sa 
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RCH -» 



I 3in 3 U» S-» nilitsrui veteran 



!♦ prior to Uietnam 
2» Vietnam. era 



'76 



Dau 
'78 



3. post-Vietnam 

4» no U»S« milit3r<:j service 



'80 



Evening 
76 '78 



'80 



Total 
'80 



Pre-Vietnam • * ' 1.8 * * 5.1 

Mietnarof 10.0 7.6 3.8 ' 19.. 1 16.1 7.2 

Post Vietnam • * * 2.4 * '* 2.1 

NoPi-vet^rar\ 90*0 92.4 92.0 80.9 83.9 85.6 



3.2 
5.3 
2.3 
89.2 

100.0% 



>1,00.X)% 100.0^ 100.0% 100.^0% 100.0% 100.0% 

* Only "veterart" versus "non-veteran" in 1976 '&nd 1979. 

Sliahtly more than one in ten of^ City College students claims 
U. S.. .roiilitary experience.. About ten percent of these veterans are 
females. The veterans at City College are predominately white or 
blackf and tend to fall in the 35 to. 44 year ade aroup. 



I usually £fet *t,o my City College classes mainly by 



1. car»I drive 
2.. car as passenger 



3. bus/st reetqar 

4. BART 



5. bicycle 7. motorcycle 

6. walkina ♦Q. other 



Drive car 

Car passe.nsfer 

MUNI 

BART* 

Bicycle 

Walk 

Moto'rcycfe 
Other 



'76 

36.5 
1.3 
49^.3 
6.5 

« 
3.2 

« 
3.2 



Day 
'78 r 

35.8 
2.8 

47.5 
7.f 

.0.7 

'4.0 
1'.6 
0.5 



Evenina * 



<80 


'-76 


'78 


35.4 


69.4 


63.7 


2.9 


3.5 


9.3 


•46.4 


19.6 


17.9^ 


7.8 


3.3 


4.6 


1 ..1 


* 


0.2 


4.3 


2.7 


3.0 


1.6 


* 


0.9 


,0.5 


1.5 


0.4 


100.0% 


„ 100.0% 


100.0% 

4 



'80 

60.1 
8.0 

22.4 
4.4 
0.5 
3.2 

, !♦! 
0.3 



Total 
'80 

43'. 9 
4.7 
3a. 2 



6.6 ^ 

O\90 ' r 



,3.9 
1*4 
0.4 



100.-0% 



* Excludes off-camPUs classes in* Evening. 

# Data not available for 1^76* 

The araph tb the riaht does not [discriminate .between the' 
utilisation of a car -by the driver and Iha^t of a pa^sender^ and / 
jconseouently does not reflect the increase in c3r-POolina>^ that/ 
has occured for -i-he past two yeai»s. . Despite the. enerdS, 
•crunch" » utilization of MUNI by day students is decr.ealsinaij. 
However » one in five evening students now* uses this me^ns to'/ 
reach the campus. A 

f 
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G* * burind this semester I Will live 



!♦ with m.y sRouse 

2*. .as 3 single pa^rent 



3* with m*/*P3rent(s) / 5* with friend(s) 
4* with othfer rel3tive(s) 6* by nii^self 



U/ spouse 
Single P3r#n't 

parentis) 
U/ relative(s) 
W/ friends - 
By myself 



» Item not used \n 1976* 
* Not asked in 1978* 



D3y 






Evenind 




Total 


' 78 


/ OA 




/o 




o v 


11*2' 


13.2 ' 




OU ♦ CI 


OKf . O 


♦ w 


* 


4.7, 




« 


5.7 


5.1 


50.1 


47.3 




14..8 


17.4 


' 35.0 


5.0 


5.3 




4.9 


4.5 


. 5.0 


13.2 


12.8 




• 15.1 


.16.7 


14.4 


20.5 


16.7 




34^4 


25 .'1 


•20.2 


lOOiOZ 


10^.0% 




100.0% 


100.0% 


100.0% 



The percentsde of students who report that they live alone has 
dropped^ Some of this reduction can be attributed to the . inclusion 
of the alternative 'Single parent"* 



In the United StateSfthe highest diploma? certificate 
or decree I have received is 



!♦ education not in the U*S* 

2* did not complete elementary school 

3* elementery school 

4"* hidh school 



5* G*E*D* or Proficiency. Cert* 
6* occupations! certificate 
7* community •cblleie(AA or AS) 
8* college or university (BAorBS) 
9* post dr3duate (MAf PhD^jMD*'* ♦ ) 

0 

Total 

'80 . 

1^.5 
0.3 
1.2 
^4.3 

4.3 . 

4.4 • 

. 8.7 
12.6 
3.7 













Evenind 


4 


• 


'7.6 


'78 


" '80 


'76 


'78 


'80 


r 

Foreidn Ed* 


4.0 


5.1 


9.4 


7.6^^ 


8.5 


12.0 


None # 


4.3 


6.4 


0.4 


3.1 


4.0 


0.2 


Elementary 


1.9 


ly.4 


1.6"^ 


> 0*6 


0.6 


0.6 


Hidh School 


74,2 


66.-1 


'64.6 


44*6 


4r.o 


39.5 - 


g*e;d* 


3.4 


3.8 


5.i 


• 3.2 


3.1 , 


3.0 


♦Occup* Cert* 


3.0 


.3.1 


3.5 


7.1 


6.3 


. 5.8 


a*a*/a*b\ 


4.9 


5.8 


. » 7.3 


9.9 


10.4 


10.6 


B* a.*v:b*s* 


3.6 


6.8 


6.5 


18.6 


18.8 


21>3 . 


PosI Brad* 


0.7 ' 


1.5 


• 1.4 


5.3 


7.3 


7.1 




100.0% 


100.0% 


100.0% 


100. 0%l 


100.0% 


100-.0% 



100*0% 
-4' 



» This alternative stated "None" in 1976 and 1978* 



themselves as 



identify 
as well- as the increasing 



The increased numbers of students wh^ 
havinsi been educated in a foreisJn country^ 
numbers reporting Pdst secondary decrees f have dreatly reduced the 
percentages of those with only a hidh school diploma obtained in the 
United States amond both day and eveniniS students* 



ERLC 



16 



17 



Highest U. S. Diploma Held by City College Day and Evening Students.' 



Fa) 1 1976 to Fa) 1 198O 



90 ■ 

80 ■ 

70 • 

60 - 

50 ■ 

ko • 

30 ■ 

20 ■ 

• 10 ■ 

0 - 



I 



II 




'76 '78 
.Oay 



III 



1 



'80.- 



Foreign Ed.' 



176 



'78 '80^ 
\ 

Evening 



1 



'80 
• Total 



GEO or Cert. 



Eleml or less WM . AA/AS 



HS Grad. 



) J BA & higher 
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•Mu main reason thv choosinS Cita ColleSe instead 
of other colleges was 



!♦ parent advised 
2. hiah school advised 
J3» CCSF. student recommendet^ 
4» to live at' home 

9» others, 
Daa 



\ 

5» no tuition 

<S»'spcial programs available 
7» friendCs") So here 
8» -CCSF publicity , 
(specify) 



Evening 



Total 



Parent advised 
H.S» advised 
CCSF student 

recominended 
Live home 
No tuition 
Programs 
Friends sfo 
Publicity 
Other < 



'78 

4»6 
4.7 

« 

7.0 
31.2 
22.5 

2.8 
■ « 
27.2 



'80 

3.2 

4/6' 

6.0 
11.2 
iS.O 
20.4 
3.9 
3.6 
9^1 



100.0% 100.0% 



'78 

0.8 
1.0. 

' * 

1.6 
40.8 
29.6 
1.3 
* 

24.9 



'8<i, 

1.6 
1.1 

3.4 
6.0 
50.4 
24.5 
1.9 
3.4 
8.3 



'80 

2.3 
3.2 

» f 

4.9 
9.0 
43.,1 
22.1 
3.1 
3.5 
8.8 



* Item not used in 1976. 

t Alternative ncrt used in 1978. 



10ii,..a!j;^tOO.O% 100.0% 



The current focus • on the issue of tuition 
undoubtedly is reflected in the very larde increase 
in percentages of both day and* evenind students . who 
cite lack' of tuition as the primary reason' for 
selecting City College from amona the. many 
post-secondary in&titutions in this area. .Half of 
the evenirja students » many of whom are attending to 
satisfy, personal inte^ests» Sive this as their 
reason. In the *two years that th.is item pertaining 
to choice of school has been used> the diversity of 
special programs offered a^-City college appears tp 
have lost some of ,it!5 ^attractiveness as the prime 
reason for attending* 
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My .main educational §oal while at CCSF is to 



!♦ transfer to a 4 year school 

2* complete a 2 year ^dedree program only 

3* obtain a semip.rof essiohal certificate 

prepare for an entry level Job 
S* ^advance in present occuf^at ional field 
6*^ change to a new occupation 

?♦ determine my ability in a new occupational fiel<l 
8» learn or improve my EniSlish 
9.^ perspnal interest 
0* other<specify ) 



Item 



\ 



transfer 
2 Yr Proa. 
Certificate 
Ei^try Lev'el 
Job Advance 
Chanste Job 
Determine 

Ability 
Improve Ensfl* 
Pers. Interest 
Other 
Undecided 



'76 

48.5 
22.0 
* 
4.8 
3.4 
2.9. 

2.9 
0.?_ 
6.8 
1.7 
\6.1 



Day 
'78 

43. 

16.3 
* ■ 
4.6 
5.3 
4.9' 

, 5^3 
1.6 
8.0 
/5.4 
/5.6 



'80 



■76 



Evening 



'78 . '80 



100.0% 100.0%" 10Q.07. _ 



t Grouped under 2 year occupational 
« Not asked in 1980. 



total 

•'80, 

'36.2 
H.5 
6.5 
3.8 
8.7 

■ W.h 
2.2 
16.7 
' 2.2 
* - 

s 

100,0% 100.0% 100.0% 100. Of% 
prosirams in 1976 and 1978* ' 



47.6 


-20.7 . 


18.4 . 


19.. 8 


14.8 


8.6 


5.9 • 


6.7 


6.4 


*' 


* 


6.6 


4.8 


2.8 


3.2 . 


2.4 


4.0 


14.3 


14.4 


. 15.5 


5.8 


9.0 


• 8.8 ' 


^10. 2 


•3.9 


8.9 


10.1 


5.8 


1.9 


i;6 




2.5 


9.2 - 


25.3 


25.1 


27.5- 


1.6 


3.9 


8.9 


3.0 


* ' 


4.9 ' 


3.0 . 


% 



The intentiofi to prepare foV transfet:. to a four-year 
School remains the dominant aoal • amona City College 
students* , more than one out of €very three students 
indicating this intention. .Amond d^y students* Chinese 
students qonstitute' thirty . percen,t of all studen,ts_cit ifta 
this aoal* since it is the stated doal. of fifty-eiaht 
percent of all Chinese day stydents. Similarly » while Black ■ 
students represent dnly twelve Percent of^students aspirins 
to transfer* it: i.s the stated aspiration of -about half of \ 
all Black day students. oThe^ . pertiehtaae of. White students 
Planning tc^-t r^rrscfi^^'is the lowest' :of any^of the maJor 
ethnic aroup$» ict, paWbecauafe about seventy-five percent of 
• all City college 'day students who already Hold a decree. 3>e 
White. ' ' 



-Takinsf c6ur"ses out- of a personal interest shjpws 
increases in both day and evening aS do, the relatively small 
* perSentaaes whose primary doal is- to" improye their English 
ianduade skills. • 

19 ' ' ' 



K. The number of units I am takina this semester. is 



2. 4 to 6 



5 3. 

4. 


'7. to 9 
10 to 


11 


5., 12* ■ 

6. '^13 to 


w 


16 or. -more 




Han 




' Evenina 


V. 


Tbtal . 


• '76 


'78, 


'80 


• '76 


'78 


'80' 


'80 ' 


2.6 
-6.4 
10.3 

25.4'' 
* 

34.9 
20.4 


5.2 
10.5 
12.2 
27.3 
* • 
29.8 
15.0, 


6.4 
12. 1 
13.6 

9.8 
17.1 
27.1 
13.9 


rt3.0 
*33.4 
14.2 

2.3 
1.8 


. 46. p 
32.9 
12.9 - 

4.8 

* • • 
- ,1.8 
1 .6 - 


46.1- 
32.4 
^2.6 
2.3' 
3.0 
2.0 
. 1.6 


2?'/a 
20.. 4 
13.2 

- 6.7 . 
11.3 
^6. 8 ^ 
8.8 * 


100. oz 


lOO.OZ 


100.0% 


' 100.0% 


,100.0% 

y '\ 


100.0% 


100.0% 



3" or less 
4 - 6 
7-9 

vjitf - ii 
12 
13-15 
• 16 or more 



* 10 - 12 units in 19,76 and 1978. 



SifSce the percentage of day students who state • th'at they are 
full-time employed is' inereasina (paae 22)» it is not surprising that 
the percentasfe of these students who are taking thirteen' or more units 
is dgoppind from Fall to Fall. *' > •• 



The last time I took a City Collede class was 



1* Summer 1980 
2* Spnind 1980 



7 



3* Fall .1979 
4» more than a year ado 



5» , never 



'76 
26.4 



Past Summer 
Prev.. ^j^rind^48.2 
Prev* Fall ♦ 
Oyer 1 Year 2*9 
*Kever • 22 ♦ 5 



Day 

'78 

. -* <' 
52.5 
6.9 
7.4 
33.2 



^80 

23.3* 
36.5 
6.6 
6.8 
26.8 




1&;5^ 
45.5 ••- 

.# m 

12.2/ 
28.4 



-54.8 

i" 



'80 



17.6 
32.4 
' &. 6 
!• 8 !b5 • 3 
. 4 26*. 1 



Total.. 
'80 , 

20.9 

34 ■ 
.7.4 • 
10. 4 

■26i5 ' 



V . 100*0% 100*0% 100*0% 100*0% 100;0% 100*-'0% 100*0%^ 

» No Summer School in 1978* , 
» "Previous academic year^. in 19^6* t * 

The' absence of summer school in 1978 disrupts the continuity _ of • 
this item. However^ Generally .speak i na » "*the petHc^ntBde • of Srtudents 
.responding to "Never' should show agreement with the Registrar's 
figures for 'new students*. The S.I.Q. data- indicate that thfe 
percentage of new students dropped in 1980. In fact» it has increased 
'from 32% of day enrollment in Fall 1978'ir to 3^; 7% in Fall 1979ir and 
•was^34.2% in F3ll,1980. The .survey -underco^jnted new students.' \ 
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M* T^e total i'ijtie < includind/semester^' already 
completed) that I expect to attend CCSF is 



iV one semester 
2 one year . * ' 

3m, one and^a half ye^rs 
4* twto years 

Da^ 



One? .semester 
One yean 
3 semesters 
Two yipars , 
5 semesters 
* 3 /or 4 yrs ♦ 
Over 4 yrs» 
Don't knfow 



. 3 • one and a half years 
/6#.' three. OT^ four years 
^^ 7*' lborQ^ than four years 
' 8* don't ^know 



V 

Ip; : 

10.6" 
6.3 
,•27-. 3 
16.2, ' 
15.0, 
3*3^ 
. 15tl 

,ioo.Tx 



Evening 



'80. 

&.4 
9.7 
6.9 
15.8 
7.4 

7.2 
35.2 



Totaf 

' 'do 

/ 

5^8 
10*2 
* 6«6 
22*6 
12 •.6 
13*9 
4*9 
.^3\4 



^100*0% ' 109*0% 



New itemr not on previous auest^ionnai're^'; * 

these data are? mildly^^iSfontamina-^d by those 
respondents who interp,re.ted the item as askind for 
time previoudiy^ spent ' fC the. Colleste* The^ modal 
response* of two' y^a^s> . howeverr reflects the 
iradiiional belief th^t^.commu'nity college programs ' 
reouire four semesters for completion* When these 
responses are brijken ; down by '.stated educational 
doals (Item \J)\'* %he. modal response f.or most - 
SMti^roOPs >s also two* ye^sr : irrespective" of the 
doal* (The only exceptiohs 4^re from those who are 
sefekind to improve their -occupational situations or 
to improve Endlisti, i^ndua^ sJitillsy and> ^ not 
surr^r^-sin^ly ^ those'* wh^^'^""&>e, ^studyind to satisf9 
personal int-e'restT , Thes^ -arqups tend to select t+ie 
alternatfve.-Don'^t know?.*.)- * ^ • 

students who res^>on<ded with lonsl^r periods • of 
time may be non-tradi tjlenal '\but have^ a more 
realistic view* Students,^ draduatind from . City 
College ih the acade»c yl^bf* 1978-79 attended on the 
avena^e f of' thiree yearsr (median 5*8 semesters) r and 
the maximum was 2^ s^m^sters* ^ — 



r, ml} 
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N» My Job situation now is 



!♦ full-time employed f ,30 hours or more- 
2* redualr part-time work at CCSF 
3* regular part-tim^ work not at CCSF ^ 
4*. occasional part-time work 

5*" looking for work' thf ou|h CCSF Placement Office 
6* lopkind fo^ work through. .other sources - 
7* fult-time hcJmemake^r ^ , " . 

8* will not be work4nd ' ' ♦ ^ 



1 



' - '76 
1 

FuHttiroe 13*0 
Pt-time CCSF 5.9 
Pt-tirae oth^r 35*5 
Sb'me pt-tiroe 11 46 
\ooKina CCSF.. 7*3 
Lookinst other 10*6 
HoroemaKer , - # 
Uill not work 16.1 



'78 

19.9 
5.7 

33 ♦ 4 
9*2 
6*8 
6*7 
2*5 

15*8 



Evening 



'80 

23*6 
4*2 

20*7 
\ 15*0 
6*7 

e 8*1 
3*6 

18*1 



'76 

77*1 
1*2 
9*5 
3*6 
2*5 

' 2*9 
« 
3*2 



78. 



8 



2*< 
f*' 



6 
9 
6*7 
■^*5 
1*2 
1*9' 
- 1*3 
2*9 



° « 
80*9 
0*7 
5*7 
3*6"'. 
0*5 

' .3*3 
1*8 
3*5 



Total 
'80 

47*2 
2*8 

14*5. 

10*3 
4*1 
6*1 
2*9. 

12*1 



% Not asked in 1976* 



100*0% 100rO% 100*0% 100*0% 100*0% 100*0%. 100*0% 



In the four-i:iear period spanned by this 
survey f . the number ofit day students who sta.te 
that they will working full-time iwhile 

attending college has almost*. doubled'^ 
Percentages of those wt)rkind part'-Vimer 
hpweverf have fluctuated, over this ,periodir( and 
the one in four-students with redular^partH^ime 
work is considerably less than the fortfy 
percent ir^ 1976» In spite of the a*de increase 
amohs^ day^ studentsr there is also an increased 
percentage of these ^students who tet^te that 
they do not intend to work while taWind cour.ses 
at City ColleiSe* Perceni^ades of ^ part-t4.me 
workers have b^en dropping steadily amond 
evehind students* 



i 



/ 



Employment Status of City. College Day and EVenirtg Students.. 
Fal 1 1976 to Fal 1^1980 




Ful l-time 
PartT-time"' 





llllllli 



'76 '78 '80 
Evehing 




Occasional 
J Looki ng 



Y I _ Wi 1 1 not wort 
I I Homemaker 



.ERIC 



23 



24 



RCH -« 



V, 



) 



^4 "P 



;\The two student services I will use most 
(in order of their importance) are; 



1, career counseling and aifidsnce 5. child car^- ' 

2« educationa^l and proslraro pdanninsl 6* personal problems cd.unselin^ 

3. Job placement assistance ' 7» individual tutoring „ . 

4. student financial a'id " ' 8» health services/ 

V 9. none \ \ ■ 



First Student ServiceJ. 



'76 



Das 
'78 



'^0 



Evenina 



Career Guid* 26»3 - 18*3 

Educ, Planina 10.6 8;7; 

Job Placemnt 27»3 t 17»5 

Financial Aid* * ' 23*5 

Child care ' • ' « 1*9 

Peirs« Counsel* 6*9 . 5*6 

Tutofina ' 6*1 A*A 

flpalth Serv* * 3*2 

None 14,7 16*9 
Other 8.1 



28.4^ 
11 ♦© 
10.6 T 
17.3 ' 
> 1*8 
1*A 
3.7, 
2.9 
, 22.9. 
* 



* Not asked in 1976- 

t Hq^ asked in 1978 and. 1980. 



SecondVStudent Serviced 



^Day 
# 



Eveninaj 



80 



Career Guid* 
Educ* Planninsl 
Job Placerant 
Financial Aid 
Child Care 
Pers* Counsel*' 
Tutorina / 
Health Sarv. 
Non^ ' ^ 



/*\ 
45>( 



>8 
i>8 
11»2 
9.8 
1.2 
' 2.2: 

5.2 
• 4.0 
'42.8 

100.0% 



^ew^ 
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itemf not on 'previous Questionnaires* 



2^ 



Tt)tal 



'76 


:'.78 


'80 


'80 


, 23.8 


19.3 


23.2' 


26.3 


14.1 


12.5 


12;7 


11.7 


12.4 


9.0 


5.4 


8.4 


.> * 


7.7 


4.5 


12.0 




°2.1 


' 1.0' 


1.4 


, 6.8 


5.3 


0.8 


1.2 


' 4.6 


4.2 


2.4 


3.2 


I * 


2.9 . 


' 1.4 


• -2.3 


- 28.5 


37.0 ' 


48.6 ^ 


33.5 


9.8 


# 







100.0% 106.0% 100.0% ' 100.'0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 



Total 



. '80 


'80 


> 


« 


6.5 


7^.3 ' 


14*2 


15.1 


.• 5.0 ' 


8.6 


3.4 


7.2 


0.7 


1.0 


1»2 


1.8 


'2.4 


4.1 


1*7 


3.0 


64.9 


51.9 


- 100.0% 


100.0% 



_ 

Assessing Student Sei^vices needs accurately is Questionably 
reliable * when the resPon'Senl is restricted ^to a single- 
^alternative* The present survey attempted to ^ circumvent this 
restriction by providing the i)PPortunity for a second' response to 
the item* * ^ 

Howeverf the most conspicuous, trenS emerdirid over the survey 
period has -been that oV^ the aTKjM^easina percentages of students? 
both day"^ and evening? who express independence from any of the 
st^fcident services offered: more than one in five day students and 
almost^ fifty. pei>c^nt of those who atterid classes in the evening* 

For both aroUPSf day and evening? desire for career Guidance 
IS the conspicuous prrorit.9* ' Of tho^e respondents who expi:^ssed an 
.interest^n Student Services in Question Of about . seventy-five 
f^ercent selected a second aiternative as welly'^'^but stuc^pnts 
feKPressina d nee'cJ. fpr career sluidance tended not to take advantage 
of ' this opiiatn»r*Students exp'ressina the need for^ financial aid, 
*3l so -tended to cite this /need to the exclusion of a second choice* 

•Q*' In General f the classroqm iinstruction I have 



received at City College has befen 





^ Day ' 










* 


* 


, '80 








Excellent / 




13 ,2 


Good 




J, '34. 6 


Aver^se v 




,/ 18.0 


Fair 




6.9 


Poor 




• 1.2 


New Student 




^A.l . 


*• 




• 100.0% 



5V 



Evening ^ Total 

* '80 , '80 

\i. 21»6 16*7 

A\h ^37*3 
12*3 15^6 
3*7 5»6 
-0*7 1*0 

20*6 .23r8 

1^0*0% io'o\o% 



♦ New itemf noj. on previous erj^sxionnaines* 

* * ' • ^ ■> • ^ li 

The' twenty-six percent oT new day students ("Never" attended 

• in Item Lf paae 20) f were- not confused by this item since they 
participated in the survey prior to, the* bealnnina of iirst ruction * 

. l€ is blears howeverf that a considerable number of the- twenty-six 
percent of evening students surveyed iti class d.urina the fourth or 
fifth week of the semester f -apparently' felt free to make ^ 
'^judaroerit on limited observationt Jhis accounts for jt.be apparent 
discrepancy ^etween thip t^lly of 'new' students on t^e two items* 

^!^PRreciation of faculty Fverf onuahce differed alona both ade 
and ethnic lines*-^ Thirty percent of Chinese day students rated 
instruction 'averaae'. compared to the over-al 1 day eighteen, 
percent) y aind another ten percent' rated it as^^air '^ .Twenty 
percent of Uhite day students rated instruction' ^excellent'* More 
thijn fif-ty p.ercent of older students^ *aae 55 and over? considered 
the ^nstruction^they had received as e>tpellent» 

•■: ■ ■ ..in y- . 

ERJC . ■■ • . ■■, ■ 2g' ^ • • ■ 



The approximate, total annual income of mu household is ** 



1. $ 999 of 


less 




2. «l»000-2ir 


999 




3. ♦3»000-4ir 


999 


- 






Day 




'76 


'78 


Parent support * • 


26.9 


None 


34*3 


13.1 


$999 or less 


15.5 


9.5 


2»999 


18.9 


13.7 


$3- 4»999 


11.3 


13.0 


*5-. 9»999 


10.5 


11.2 


^ *10-14»999 


4.7 


6.7 


♦ 15-19'»999 


2.4 


3.1 


''i20-29»999 


1.7 


2.8 


$30-39 » 999 


0.7 


« 


^>j$40»000- over 


« 





4. $ 5»000- 9ir999 
6.. $10»000-14ir999. 
6. $15»000-19ir999 



7. $20»000-29r999 

8. $30»000'-39»999b 

9. $40»000 or roorg^ 



'80 

. * 

9.4 
9.4 
12.8 
17.0 
17.8 
11.5 
11.8 
5.4 
t 4.9 



100.0% 100.0% 100 



*« IN lf77 AND 1978» PERSONALir NOT 

UAS /ASKED FOR. 
t Not asked on these surveys. 



'76 

* 

5.5 
4.0 
5,. 4 
6.6 
27.3 
24.6 
13.4 
10.2 
3.0 
« 



Evening 

.'78 

2.0 
3.2 
4.3 
3.7 
•5.8 
22.7 
27.1 
13.9 
17.3 
* 



I 



'80 

* . 
% 
3.4 
3.5 
4.1 
12.2 
25.0 
16.5 
18.4 
9.8 
7.1 



HOUSEHOLD ItlCOME 



Total 

'80 

* 
* 
6.8 
6.8 
8.9 
14.9 
21.0 
^3.7 
44.7 
7.3 
5.9 



100.0% IQQ.0% 100.0% 100.0% 



The iacon^e fidureV for 1976 ahd . 197a can not . compared 
uith those for 1980»v since the alternatives -'have been 
c^andeS; but more: importantly, the most decent survey form 
asked ?or -household' income rather than -Personal' income, 
as was the ca'fee previously. 

The medi-ap household income reported by day ^^^^^^^^ "f^/ 
$10,380J that by evening student^ was *15«530. ^^^^^^^''^1; , 
,day students were . rePortind income earned ^J^,. ^-/^^^^l^^^^ 
other head of household, 'and the accuracy of ^^qir- knowledge 
nf this figure is challenaeible. By arfdr^ la r . however, 
even5n^ s^ud^nts were yePortin. the^r own income, and these , 
figures are probably .more reliable. . , - 
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The survey form <see AppendiMy pasle 36) f W3s prefaced 
.with 3 «uestion designed to categorize respondents by maJor 
or principal area .of interest* 



In what subject 
courses ? 



English 
Fine Arts 
Foreign Landuade 
Social Science 
Phys* Science 
Physical Educ* 
Nursind 
Other Health 
Endineerind Tech* 
Other Tech* 
Computer Sci* 
Accounting 
Secretarial 
Other Business 



area do 


you p 1 on 


w IJ V* w rs fjr III VJ » w 


od uour 










Pp rnpnt 


Median 


Percent 


A*A» or 


r\tr=>r'UI l=>tr 


ade 


male 


inore 


vJ * w 


22*8 


46*2 


A»9 


T ♦ O 


25 42 


42 ♦ 4 


25*3 


J. ♦ / 




42 ♦ 5 


36»8 






' 45* A 


11*1 


6*0 


22»3 


56»8' 


16*A 


2*1 


23»3 


^ , 42»4 


20*0 


6*2 • 


24»8 


' 14>5 


21*A 


4*9 


21»5 


2Q*0 


14 ♦ 4 




21*3 


86*6 


11*6 


5*0 


22 ♦9 


67*0 


18»7 




20*6 


51»3 


ll».l 


9 


20*6, 


41*0 . , 


10*5 


2»0 


'20*1 


i5»9 


\ 5 ♦ 5 


9*9 


20* is 


40^5 


10*9 


13»9 


22*9 


49»3 . 


18»2 



EnS^ineerinS^ Technology » Computer Science* 
Business and Tine Arts account for atmbstTf if ty 
percent of all responses* Engineering students are 
primarily maler althoM^h thirteen percent female 
was probably unheard-of a decad^j^a^o*. En^inperind 
students tend to be youns^er studen.ts» and sl:idhtly 
over one third are Chinese* ^ ^ 

With th0 exception of Fine Arts and Foreign 
Lanauasle courses* minority students constitute 
majorities in all of these classif ications»: Over 
eisfhty, percent of the day students in Cdmputer 
Science are from minority arou^s* 
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\ 



i 


Percent 


Median 


Percent 


A. A. or 




Response 


3£fe 


male 


more 


English , ^ 


4*9 


31.9 


41.1 


.23.2 


Fine Arts 


7.7 


* 30.0 


44.7 


47.1 


Foreign Lan^^ade 


5*2 


30.9 


43.9 


61.2 


Social Science 


4*9 


. 29.6 


47.1 


21.1 


Phys* Science 


3.-7 


28.6 > 


51.6 


38.5 


Physical Educt 


5 ♦ 3 t 


29.3 


33.8 


57.9 


N^rsind 


2*8 


27.7 


' 15.3 


32.1 


Other, Health 


2*5 


27.5 


25.3 


30.5 


Endineetind Tech*. 


5^6 


27.2 


87.4 


27.9 


Other Techt 


2.9 


'29.8 


72.6 


« 39.0 


Computer Science 


12*8 


28.5 


52.1 


38.4 


Accountin£( 


8.2 


28.3 


40.0 


31.4 


Secretarial 


1.1 


25.8 


7.7 


15.4 


Other Business/ 


20.4 > 


30.2 


46.3 


42.8, 


Other 


11.9 


29.9 


43.0 


42.3 



Interest in business coursesr where a larde 
Percentage of evening students already have at 
least an Associate dedreer dominate Evening 
prbdrammind* As -was true of day classes^ a hidh 
ipercentade of evenind students is alstf interested 
in Computer Science* Aroond. ^venind students/ 
nxnority students constitute^about two-thirds Of 
those takind Endineerind and Computer Science 
course© I. butr in deneraly the majority of studetits 
in these .^listed courses in the evenind are White* 
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3* Residence by Planning Are3s# 



For purposes of identrfy^d the students' places of 
residences San Franciscp is divided into 18 planning areas 
roudhly dauivalent to the postal ZIP Code areas* Six 
additional planning areas are used to identify the pl3ce of 
residence of students from the California counties 
contiguous with the City and Couni;y of San Francisco; (There . 
are no planning areas numbered 8 and 15f these havind been 
absorbed into adjacent areas prior to 1976») The following, 
tatjles and figures identify the planning areas and show the 
percentage of the student body comind from each»^ Comparable 
figures for Fall' 1978 are shownr as well as combined day ^nd 
evenind totals ♦ 

There are few notable changes in the distribution of 
residences when 1980 f^ures are compared with those from 
1978* As a General ruier areas more distant from the campus 
tend to show reduced percentages f those nearest to City 
College indicate dains* The percentage i^epresentation from 
the Richmond district (^5rea 1) dropped in both day"" and 
evenindf whereasr the Outer Mission (Area 17) and the Inner 
Mission (Area 12) now provide almost one out of every five 
day students*. The percentages of out of county students ha'^ve 
also increased^ a reflection of the relaxed procedures for 
crossing districts lines* -v . ^ 
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Place of Residence of Citu College Day and Evenina Students- 



Fall 1978 - 

> 



Plannina Area 


Day 


Evfenina 


Total 






1980' 


1978 


1980 


1978 


1980 


1* 


Richmond 


6.4 


7*5 


6*0 


7*2 


6*2 


2* 


Presidio 


6*0 


6*5 


6*1 


6*8 


6*1 r 


3* 


Harina 


i*2 


1*5 


2*1 


2*2. 


1*6 


4* 


China/Downtown' 


7*2 


6*7 


6*8 


5*9 


7*0 


5* 


North Beach 


A*9 


5*6 


3*0 


2*5 


4*1 


6* 


Market Street 


' A*l 


3*9. 


3*6 


3*^ 


3*9 


?♦ 


Uest* Addition 


2*7 


3*3 


; 2*8 


3*2 


2*8 


?♦ 


Haidht/Ashbury 


A*7 


5*2 


5*0 


5*7 


4*8 


10 ♦ 


Noe Galley 


3*8 


4*4 


5*2 


5*-6 


4*4 


n* 


Eureka Valley • ' 


3*9 


4*4 


5*0 


5*6 , 


4*4 


12* 


" Inner Mission 


9*4 


8*5 


8*5 


7*7 


9*0 


13* 


Potrero 


1*2 


1*2 


1*1 


1*0 


1*2 


lA* 


Bayview/H* Pt» 


2*9 


3*3 


2*0 


2*2 


' 2*5 


16* 


Portola - 


5*1 


. 4*9. ' 


4*4 


3*8 


4*8 


17* 


Outer Mission (CCSF) 


10*4 


9*1 . 


9*4 


9*8 


io;o 


113* 


Lake Merced * 


6*1 


6*3, 


5*8 


5*8 


6-*0 


1S>» 


\Suhset 


8*2 


8*0 


7*9 


7*5 


8*1 


20* 


, P^kside 


6*9 


6*4 


5*9 

t' • 


5*7 


6*5 


6th 


er counties 


4*9 


3*3 


9*3 


8*3- 


.6*7 




Totals 


100*0;ir 100*0% 


100*0% 


100*0% 


100*0% 
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Distribution of Res,idence of City College Day & Evening Students. 

Fall 1980 




Data* on the distribution of ethnic siroups provides a 
demographic plan of San Francisco* T^e citu mau be a "salad 
bowl"» but it is not a •meltinsi pot"* The followihsl tables 
shod those Planning areas that -cumulativfelu . contribute 
approximately eislhtu percent of each of the maJor ethnic 
aroups attendfna Citu colleae» as well as th.tfse areas that 
contribute less than one percent^ of each aroup, ^<The 
remaitvknsi approximately twenty ' percent of each aroup is 
distributed in snail percentages throughout those areas that 
have been ''left blank*) 



Ethnic Distribution by Plannina Area - Day 

Black White Latino Chinese Filipino 

1 Richmond 

2* Presidio 

3» Marina 

4» China/Downtown 

5» North Beach 

6* Market Street 

?♦ West^ Addition 

9^ Haidht/Ashbury 

ld> Noe Valley 

11 ♦ Eureka Valley 

12* Inner Mission 

^13» Potrero 

lA* Bayview/H^ Pt* 

16* Portola 

!?♦ Outer Mission 

18* Lake Merced 

19* Sunset 

20* Parkside 

San Mateo County 

Totals 

# Less than IZ from this planning area* 

Anions maJ^ir minority ^roup^» a liroitedi, number of 
Planning areas house more than ten percent .of ^^^^ 
^epresent3tion on campus. Two areas*" Inner .Mission <12) j^^d 
Outer Mission <17)» provide residences for fifty-five 
percent of the Latino day students and almost forty percent 
of the Filipino sfrpups* 



* 


5.2 




12.2 




5.4" 




10.1 




* 




* 


« 






5.4. 




16.2 ' 


r 








161.0 


* 


7*6 




3.6 




6.2 


. 9.4 




* 






10.8 


6.8 




* ,.*' 






6.r 


3.5 








7.9 . 


5.6 






5.1 


8«6 


31.6 
* 




13.5 


16.6 


* 








8.6 




4.9 


5.7 


11.3 


13.0 


7.8 


23.6 




26.3 


8.5 


8.2 


4.0 




3.4 




9*2 




11.2 


8.8 




8.7 


4.4 


9.7 

V 


5.6 
5.4 


79,7% 


79.4% 


80.5% 


81»0% 


8<).6% 



V 



Ethnic Distribution by Plannind Area - Evening* 

Black White Latino Chinese FiljiPino 



1 • 


Richmond 




5*6 






1 A 


2. 


Pi>€^idio ' 








10.1 




3. 


Marina 


* 




» 




* 


4. 


Chi na/DoUn town 




6.7 




13.8 






North Beach 




- 


# 


12.1 . 


* 


6* 


Market Street 


7.4 








A 


?• 


Uest* Addition 


8*7 




f 


* 




9* 


Haidht/AshbariL. 


9.3 


" 6.9 










Noe Valley 




6 .4 


7 . 0 




1 A 
O t H 


111 


Eureka Valley 




' 7.8 


4.9 






12. 


Inner Mission 




8.1 


27.0 




8.8 


13. 


Potrer.o 


* - 


* 


* 


* 




i4. 


Bayview/H* Pt. 


13.8 


* 


* 


■ * 




16. 


Portola 


8.4 




4.1 




11.8 


17. 


Outer Mission^ 


11.4 


6.5 


20-4 


4.8 


24.1 


18. 


Lak& Merced 


8.7 


6.0 . , 


4.9 


4.4 




19. 


Sunset 




8.4 


-4.6 


'■i'li.8. ^ 


7.8 


20. 


Parkside x • 




'^^6.9 




9.7 


5.0 


Alameda County 


5.6 1 




( 


* 




San 


Mateo County 




4.7 


7.0 


# 


14.7 


Totals 


79.0%' 


80.1% 


79.9% 


7^2% 


84.4% 



# Less than 1% from this planning >3re3. 

■ ) * . 

Residential patterns are not dreatly altered 
when the hpme addresses of evening students ar.e 
compared with those of 'the day* The distributions 
for ^Blacks? Whites?^ and Latinos are close to 
identical ♦ San Mateo^|cx)unty i% a larde contributor 
to evening enrollment* and close to fifteen percent 
of Filiping evienind students reside in^. that 
county^ * • 
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1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 

5. 
« 6. 

7. 

9. 
10. 
11. 
12. 
13.' 
14. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 



Priroafa Modes of TT*4rrt»Rort3tion. 



Richmond 
Fjresidio ^ 
Marina 

Ghina/Downtown 
North Beach . 
Market^ Street |- 
West. Additiorff- 
Haiaht/Ashbura., 
Noe Vallea 
Eureka Vallea 
Inner Mission 
Potrero 

Baaview/H. Pt. 
Portola- 
Outer Mission 
Cake Merced 
Sunset 
Pahkside 



XJther counties 



Car .* 

38.5 
42.4 
53.2 
N24.3 
34.8 
19^7 
32.^i!» 
27. S 
49.7 
36.7 
.35.7 
48.5 
32.8 
37\9 
33. 1 
43.5 
47.4 
47.1 

52. l' 



Daa 

MUNI 

57.2 
53 .'1 
32.1 
. 48.6 
^1.5 
%9.3 
60.7 
63.8 
33.3 
52.4 
49.9 
37.9 
62.1 
57. 1 
■ 35 ."4 
32.6 
4^.2 
4.9.8 

23. 1 



y EvepinsT * 



oftR 1 


Car # 


■ y 

MUNI 


BART^ 


1 ♦O 


70 « 3 


• 

24 . 2 • 


.2*7 • 




6/ ♦O 


,26 « 6 


2*7 


1 X «0 


73.*7 


18;'9 






*t V « 4 


'32«3 






5V « 2 


2Pi 4 


15«5 


1 V*7 


. 40*6 


43* 1 


15*0 




67*8 


28*9 


3*3 




^ 56.3- 


37*9 


2«8 « 


3.7 


78.7 


10*3 


1^3 


5.8 


6Qr.9 


34*3 


2*6 


9..6- 


63.4 


28*1 


4*9 


9.7 


72.2 


20;4 


5*6 


3.1 


7(S**0 


22*7 




1 A 


"70 'O 
/ O . O 


°1 Q . 6 


1 . 3 


' 2.7 


64.4 


15,5 • 


> l;5 


■ 2.1 


69.6. 


15.2 


2.1 




^ 72.2 


24.8 


1.5 • 


0.8 


78.8 - 


18.4 


1.3 


19.^ 


84*1 




7.7 


7.B 


68.1 


22*4 


•4.4 



CCSF Campus Totals 38»3 46.4 

* Includes 'Csr/as passepder" 

# Excludes of f-campus classes* , 

With very few excep^tionsr thV automobiles theXMUNI systems 
and BART account "for more than ninety^six , percent of the- 
tTansportation means of day students* An evei? hidher percentage 
of evenind ^students uses these three methods for their , commute 
from thair", respective planning areas* to the. campus* (Evening 
students from Areas 7 add* 14 use these means exclusively)* The 
exteptionsr bqth in the day and*, in the eveninds are those 
students, from* Noe Valley (10.) r from i.ake Merced <iq)% and ^ frdm 
the Outer Mission (17) where City Co^lede is located^ Twenty-five 
percent of day students and seventeen percent of eve'rtind students 
from Area 17 walk to the collede* 

When compared to .fidures on evening students in 1978% the 
-reduction* in the use of* the automobile appears^ to be uniform 
across all planning areas* Nevertheless^ the fact that sixty 
percent of the smaller everiind drdup do^use cars, indicates, that 
more student , autombbiles come to ^this a^rea in the evenind than is 
true in the day* ' ^ * ' - ^ 
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V, 



MedisiS Household Income by*. Plannind Area^ 



2* 
4« 

Si; 

7. 

. 

10* 

12* 
13* 
14* 
• 16\ 
17* 
18« 
19. 
20* 



Richmond 

Presidio 

Harina 
^hinaVDowhtown > 

North Beach i . 

Market Street ^ 

West ♦ Addiction 

Haidht/Ashbury, 

Noe Valley 

Eureka Valley * 

Inner Mission 

Potrero • . ° * 

'Bayview/HunteT:sT Pt* 
* Portola 

Outer Mission ^ 

Lake Merced 

Sunset 
• Parkside 



Other Counties 



Day 

$ tlf970. 
10f290< . 
/15»360. 
^. .7f890. 

9f'370; 
• 4f610« 

6;457. 
'6'f270; 
13f 170* 
. 8f370. 
^7f990. 

6>9>0. " 

9f420Vj 
llf 130. 
12»020. 
17r200.« 
l^f720 . . 
14»g6,0, 

■ 14*480. 



»' 



$ lpf990. 

IS^SOt). 
' 17f840. 

13f070. 

14»^00. 
% llf620. 

14f200. 
»13f750. 

18f540. 

14f880. 
. l^f 450. 
^ 16f460. 

13f330. 

17f 140. 

16f230. 
, :^lf610. 

17f220. 

1910"!^. 



19»100. 



ian Income 



40V380* 



When personal income by Rlanhiasl area for 
evenihd studenl^s in 1978 is -compared yWith the 
household income feported it>y eveoind students in 
198pr the correlatiron is + ♦947* In spite of the 
difficulties ' in 'obtaining .accurate .income 
i.nformationy the impressive consistency over a 
twb-year. Veriqd lends . cVedfence^ to the validity of 
these data« . * ' ' * 
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SAW FlUNllSCO COMMUNITY COUrCt DISTWCr " CITY COLUCE 0F SAN FRANOSCO 

. STUDENT INFORMATION QUESTIONNAIRE *^ Diy - RtfUwoo. 

FALL* 1980 1 ^Evwtai-taam 

The inform»tTon 'Compiled from thi» wnrey WUI b« u*ed for pltnning purpotet to help me^t the educitional 
J. J r.t^. '^^1^ No personal identificttion u used 



needs^of all/students it City Col 

In whatnubject area do you plan to take most of your courses? 

t. tn)dish A Lctttn 6. Physical Educition 

2. Fine Aiu 7. Numng 

3. l-orvtjn Unpiiies 8. Other Health RcUud 

4. ScKial Sciencei 9. En^netnngTechnologiei 

5. Ph% steal Silences IQ. Other Techndopts 

FOR EACH QUESTION. CIRCLE THE NUMBER OF THE 0^£ ANSWER THAT BEST DESCRIBE 
YOU. WRITE THAT NUMBER IN THE APPROPRIATE SPACE IN THE COLUMN AT THE RIGHT, 
BUT. FIRST. WRITE YOUR HOME ZIP CODE IN THE^PACE BELOW. 



11. Computtr A Info Sciences 

12. Accounung 

13. Secrtitnt) 

14. Other Busineit • (specify) _ 

15. Other (specify) 



ZIPXODE of my home address is 



Sex . 

1. mol^ 



2. rrmak 



B. 



C. 



Age (at last birthday} 

1. under 18 » 3. 20 

2. lii 19 4. 21-24 



5. 25' 

6. 30 < 



7. 35 

8. 45 



54 



9. 55*64 
0. 65 or older 



Race' or ethnic background ^. . . . 

1. AlM.N»L Amer. Ind. 3. White (not Hig»anic) 5. Chln^* 7. Japanese 9. 

2. Black (noi HispanK) 4. Hi*ipanic/Uono/Chicano 6- Filipino 8. S.E. Asian 0. 



Other Asian/Pac. Ulandef 
Other (specify) 



D: 










0. 




t. I S. cituen • lutnre boni 

2. l.S. rituen- naturalized 

3. pcrmajxnt resident (grten cud) 


4. 

. 5. 
6. 
7. 


refugee > parolee • S.E. Asu 
refugee • parolee • US.S.R. * **• 
refugee • pan^M * Central, S. AmerKa 
reftgce • paiotet • other 


8. vuitorviu 

9. student viu (I • 20) 
a other yua (specify) 





E. 



1 am a U. S. milttary veteran 

I. pnor to Virmam • 2. Vietnam era 



3. po<(-V»etnam 



4. no U.S. iniUtaiy 



1 usually get to my City Ccillege classes mSinly by 

t. viT.4dme 3. bus/stieetcai \ 

2. iifzspassen^r , 4. ^ART « f 



E.. 

"f. 



5. bicycle 

6. walking 



7. motorcycle 
8.. other 



During this semester I'will 1 

1. uith my spouse 

2. as a stnf^e parent * v 



3. with my partflt<s) 

4. with odier rvlaQve(s) 



5. with Criend(s) 

6. by myself 



H. 



in the United States, the highest diplon\a, certtficete or degree I have received ts ^ - H. 

' 1. educaoon n^ in Ae U.S. , 4. high school , 7. cpmmunity college (/^r ^) 

2. did not complete elementary school 5. G.E.p. c* ProflctcAcy art 8. college ot univerti|y (BA « BS)^ . .. 

3. elemrnlaiy school 6. o ccupational certificate - 9. pott graduate (MA, PhD. MP . . .) ^ 

. I. 



fAyjnain reason for choosing City College instead of other colleges waie . 

1. paifent advised 41 to live at heme * , .7v ftitnd(s)go^«^ 

2. high school advised ^ 5. no tuition ^ S. CCSF pubKity 

3. CCSF smdent recommended 6. special program! available ' 9. other (spedfy)_ 



My main educatipnal goal while at CCSF is to 

I. iraiisfer to a 4 year school 

Z complete a 2 yNit|^||kft program only 

3. obtim a semiprofessional cf rtiHca'te 

4. prepare for an entry level |0b 

5. advince in present occupational Held ^ 



,6. ^change to new occupation 

' 7. determine my abOity inVw occupational Tield 

8. learn or unprove my English 

9. personal inter«st . . 

0. other (specify) . 



K. 



The number of units I am taking this semester is . . . 

1. 3 or lew ' 2. 4'to6 3. 7 to 9 4. 10 or 11 



5. 12 



6. 13 to 15 



7. 16 ot more 



L. 



The last time I took a City College class ^as • 

1. Summer 1980 2. Spnng 1980 3. Fafl 1979 



4. move than a year ago 



5. never 



M. 



The total time {including semesters already completed) that I Bxpect to attend CCSF is 

1. i.ncKinester 3. one and a half yean 5. two and a half yean 7. morrthanT 

. . . » . ^^n'l know 



L.. 

"m. 



I un^ year 



4. two yean 



6. thrt«^rfoor7ear| 



foUryean 



N. My job situation now is 

1. r^ll ttme employ^ 30 houn or more 

2. regular part-time work^ CCSF 

3. n-gultr part* time w^iiKt at CCSF 
4i <iccasjonal pait-tanework 



5. looking for work through CCSF Placement Offlcr 

6. looking for work through other sources 

7. ^" fiiU-time hcmenjaker 

8. will not be working 



0. P. The rwo student services 1 will use most lin order of their importance) are 

1. Carter counseling and guidance 4. smdent ftftanctal «d 

1 cducaoonal and program planing * 5. child cast ^ 

3. job piKement aasistanc* ' " * 6. peraonal problerna counieling 



7. individual mtonng 
8w health aerricts 
9. none 



P. 



In general, the dauroom instruction I hme received at City College has been ^. . 

1. ixcelleni 2. good 3. average 4. fair 5. popr 6. new stOji^nt • 



nodasaesyet 



The^appr<^imite total annual income of my 



1. s 999 or leu 

2. $1,000 - 2.999 



3. S3.000 • 4«999. 

4. S5.000* 9,999 



5. Siaooo* 

6. S 15.000 • 



household Is .TT 



14.999 
19,999 



7. $20,000 

8. $30,000 



29.999 
39.999 



9. $4(^000 or m Oft 



s. 



EVENING DIVISION ONLY: 

1. in anodier Evening Qass 



I have answered this questionnaire this semester 

2. tn day rt^traOdn 3; both 1 and 2 



•A 



36 38 



STUDENX SURREY %TA 

Diy School . 
Fall 1980 



Ddil^ 



Cumulative 



4 



- Date 


Enroll 


Surveyed 


. % 


Enroll 


Surveyed 


% 


13 Autf. 


1347 


• 851 


63.2 


^ 1347 


851 


63.2' 


14 


1164 


-742 


63.7 


2511 


1593 


63.4 


-15 


1012 


642 


63.4 


3523 


2235 


63 r< 


18 


1408 


1083 


76'. 9 


4931 


3318 


67.3 


19 


818 


508 


62.1 


5749 


3826 


66.6 


• 20 


• 

1236 




63.8 


6985 


4615. 


<^6^1 


21 . ' 


1080 


•581 . 


53. B 


' 8065 


•5196 


^4.4 . 


22 


' 1013 


634 

* 


'62. <^ 


^078 


5830 

\ 

' 6444 


64.^ 


25 


1120 


6M 


54.8 


,10198 


62*2 * 


26 


949 


623' 


65 . 6 


, 11147 


7067 


Z "7 A 


27, 


- 884' 


585 • 


66.2 


12031 


7652 


'63.6 


28 


661- 


293 


44.3 


12692 


^ 7945 ' 


62.6 ■ 


29 


^ 823 


539 ' 


65.5 


13515 


848^4 


62.8 


2 Sept. 766~ 


484 


63.2 


14281 


8968 


62.8 ' 


5 - 19* ■ 1016 


32> 


32.2 


15^97 


9295 


•60.8 


Late registration 


durind Adc 


i and 






* 






* 








* 



Table A 



ERIC 



^8 



/ 



r 



STUDENT SURVEY DATA 
. . lEven^nd School 
Fall 1980 



Site 
Arriba Juntas 
Airport 
Chinatown 

Down*fi«n ^ 
PuJ)lic Uibrary 
fire bept* 
Hunters Point 

El Colei^io 

ft 

Presidio 
Star 

jSkills Center 
Sunset 

Totals 




Percent 
100*0 % 
100*0 
81»2 
89 ♦ 8 
95.3 
°50.0 
66.7 
6.?; 2 
'88.2 

loa.o 

100.0 
100.0 
- .77'. 8 
89.^ 



Table A - 2 



Z 1981' 



-pic Clearinghouse foF Junior PnH 
6 Powell Library Building 
l^/versity of California 
i-os Angeles, Caljfo/'nia 90024 



